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Application/Control Number: 09/813,562 
Art Unit 2127 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -20 are presented for examination. 

2. It is noted that although the present application does contain line numbers 
in the specification and claims, the line numbers in the claims do not correspond 
to the preferred format. The preferred format is to number each line of every 
claim, with each claim beginning with line 1 . For ease of reference by both the 
examiner and Applicant all future correspondence should include the 
recommended line numbering. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,4, 6-12 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rossmann (U.S. Patent 5,809,415 ) in view of Whitner et al. 
(US. Patent 6,148,323). 
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4. As to claims 1 and 18, Rossmann teaches the invention substantially as 
claimed including: A method for executing tools in a service control manager 
(SCM) module, comprising: 

Receiving, by the SCM module (client module, col.4, line 59; col.6, line 59) 
a request from a user to run a tool on one or more nodes (col. 4, lines 58-61 ; col. 
6, lines 49-51), the request includes task information (data input, col. 4, line 58; 
col. 6, line 50); 

Retrieving, by the SCM module, tool definition, node definition, user 
definition from domain manager, wherein the tool definition specifies roles 
associated with a tool via an authorization model, and wherein the roles define 
which management functions a user can perform on the one or more nodes 
associated with the SCM module (col. 37, lines 42-55; col. 37, line 59-col.38, line 
3); 

Checking if the user is authorized for one of the roles associated with the 
tool on all of the nodes, wherein the user assigned with one of the roles on all of 
the nodes is authorized to run the tool (col. 37, line 59-col.38, line 3); 

Creating a runnable tool by a client based on the task information and tool 
definition (col. 38, lines 3-4 and lines 17-29); 

Passing the runable tool from the client to a distributed task facility (DTF) 
(secure transmission check, col. 38, lines 30- lines 41); 
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Passing the runnable tool from the DTF to agents associated with the 
nodes, wherein the agents are authorized users, and wherein the agents execute 
the runnable tool and return task results (col. 38, lines 42-58). 

5. Rossmann does not explicitly teach that the DTF issues a task identifier 
based on the runable tool. However Whitner teaches DTF issues a task identifier 
based on the runable tool (col. 3, lines 36-40 and lines 63-67). It would have 
been obvious to combine the teachings of Rossmann and Whitner because 
Whitner's DTF issues a task identifier based on the runable tool would provide an 
easy mechanism or interface for specifying the details of the task to be perform. 

6. As to claim 15, it rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 18. In 
addition, Rossmann teaches clients that are software programs interacting with 
users and displaying information on the computer systems that reside on nodes 
that are managed servers in the SCM module (col. 5, lines 5-10 and lines 16-25). 

7. As to claim 2, Rossmann teaches validating the task information received 
from the user (col. 37, lines 28-40). 

8. As to claim 3, Rossmann teaches checking user authorization to run the 
toolon all of the nodes requested (col. 37, line 59-col.38, line 3). 
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9. As to claims 4 and 19, Rossmann teaches the receiving step includes 
receiving the request through a client, wherein the client is a program that 
interacts with the user and displays information on computer systems that reside 
on the nodes (col. 8, lines 57-60/ col. 8, lines 66-67). 

10. As to claim 5, Rossmann teaches the receiving step includes receiving the 
request from a graphical user interface client (co. 5, lines 47-50). 

11. As to claim 6, whitner teaches the receiving step includes receiving the 
request from a command line interface (col. 8 lines 66-67). 

1 2. As to claim 7, Whitner teaches collecting the task results from agents 
(col. 5, lines 5-7), returning the task results to the user (col. 6, lines 49-50). 

1 3. As to claim 8, Whitner teaches collection failure reports from agents (col. 
4, lines 4-5). The above information implies that the error status of the task and 
any resultant data is being collected first before returning to the calling program. 

14. As to claim 9, Whitner teaches updating individual target statues (col. 1 5, 
lines 17-20). 
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1 5. As to claim 1 0, Whitner teaches collecting target outputs that contain an 
exit code, a standard output, or a standard error output that result from running 
the commands associated with the tool on the nodes (col. 13, lines 1-8). 

16. As to claim 1 1 , Whitner teaches updating an overall task status (the 
remote tasks checking for error conditions, timeouts, and task completion, (col. 
14, lines 61-67/ col. 15, lines 1-8/col. 14, lines 39-42). 

1 7. As to claims 1 2-1 3, Whitner teaches displaying the task results on a 
computer screen (col. 6, lines 40-42). 

18. As to claim 14, Whiner teaches writing the task results to a file or to a 
directory, wherein the directory contains one file for each node requested and the 
results for each node are written to the corresponding file in the directory (col. 1 1 , 
lines 40-43/ col. 13, lines 25-26). 

19. As to claim 15, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . In addition 
Whitner teaches clients that are programs interaction with users and displaying 
information on the computer systems that reside on nodes (col. 8, lines 57-59; 
col. 6, lines 39-41). 
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20. As to claim 16, Whiner teaches the DTF receives the runnable tool from 
the clients through task manager interfaces, wherein the task manager interfaces 
are call by the clients to perform a task, to cancel or kill a task, or monitor task 
status operation (col.8, lines 56-67/ col. 14, lines 63-67). 

21 . As to claim 1 7, Whitner teaches the agents receive the runnable tool from 
DTF through target liaison interface, wherein the target liaison interfaces are 
used by the agents to communicate with the DTF in order to process assigned 
tasks (col.4, lines 56-60/ col. 5, lines 1-7). 

22. As to claim 20, whitner teaches returning target output that contain an exit 
code a standard output, or standard error output that result from running the 
commands associated with the tool on the nodes (col. 12, lines 62-65 / col. 13, 
lines 1-4). 

Response to the argument 

23. Applicant's arguments filed 10/12/2004 have been considered but are not 
moot in view of the new ground(s) rejection. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Conclusion 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Camquy Truong whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3773. The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM - 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3756. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov> . Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAP system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 
Camquy Truong 

February 4, 2005 . A / 
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